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REMARKS 



Applicants have studied the Office Action mailed January 14, 2003 and have 
made amendments to the claims. It is respectfully submitted that the application, as 
amended, is in condition for allowance. Reconsideration and allowance of the pending 
claims in view of the above amendments and following remarks is respectfully requested. 

Election/restrictions: 

Applicants acknowledge the reconsideration of the restriction requirement set 
forth in the Office Action mailed August 7, 2002 and, in particular, the consequent 
rejoinder of groups HI and IV. 

Sequence listing requirements & formal drawings: 

The Examiner stated that the communication filed July 17, 2002, is not fully 
responsive to the Office communication mailed June 19, 2002, and thus the Application 
does not comply with the requirements of the sequence rules. 

Applicants have noticed formatting errors in the Substitute Sequence Listing filed 
July 17, 2002, and are therefore hereby submitting a Second Substitute Sequence Listing 
to correct the formatting errors (no changes have been made to the content of the Second 
Substitute Sequence Listing compared with the Substitute Sequence Listing, except that 
references to "Human" or "Homo sapien" in the organism field have been changed to 
"Homo sapiens"). Please replace the Substitute Sequence Listing filed July 17, 2002, with 
the Second Substitute Sequence Listing submitted herewith. 

Furthermore, Applicants are also hereby submitting formal drawings in which 
each sequence is identified by a sequence identification number. 

Applicants believe that the application now fully complies with the sequence 

rules. 
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Hyperlinks in specification: 

The Examiner objected to the disclosure for containing hyperlinks and/or other 
forms of browser-executable code. 

In response, Applicants have hereby deleted all hyperlinks from the specification, 
as indicated above by the amended specification paragraphs. The hyperlinks are not 
needed for enablement of the claimed invention, but merely provided additional 
background information. 

Rejection of claims 24, 27, and 29 under 35 USC §112, 2 nd paragraph: 

The Examiner rejected claims 24, 27, and 29 under 35 USC § 1 12, 2 nd paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. In making the rejections, the Examiner 
stated that claim 24 is vague and indefinite because it cannot be ascertained which 
polypeptide expressed by the host cell of claim 9 is to be produced by the claimed, and, 
moreover, the claim does not recite a positive correlation step that relates back to the 
preamble of the claim. With respect to claims 27 and 29, the Examiner stated that the 
claims are indefinite because the vector of claim 8, from which claims 27 and 29 depend, 
is a nucleic acid vector; however, the Examiner does not consider a virus nor a 
bacteriophage, as recited in claim 27, to be a nucleic acid vector. The Examiner suggested 
amendments to obviate each of these grounds of rejection. 

Applicants have amended claims 8 and 24, as indicated above, to clarify the metes 
and bounds of the claimed subject matter. 

Rejection of claim 4 under 35 USC §102(b): 

The Examiner rejected claim 4 under 35 USC § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Boehringer Mannheim Biochemicals, 1994 catalog (No. 1034 731/1006 924), page 93. 

Applicants have amended claim 4(d), as indicated above, to clarify that the 
nucleotide sequence of claim 4(d) is complementary over the entire length of a nucleotide 
sequence recited in parts (a)-(c) of claim 4. This obviates the rejection of claim 4 under 
35 USC § 102(b) as being anticipated by Boehringer Mannheim because, for one thing, 
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Boehringer Mannheim only teaches random primers that are 6 nucleotides in length, and 
such primers would clearly not be complementary over the entire length of a nucleotide 
sequence recited in parts (a)-(c) of claim 4. 



( 
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Conclusions 



By way of the above amendments, claims 4, 8, and 24 have been amended. Claims 
4, 8-9, and 24-29 remain pending. 

Claims 8, 9, 25, 26, and 28 are allowable, as indicated in the Office Action mailed 
January 14, 2003. 

The amendments to the specification and claims, including the newly added claim, 
add no new subject matter and their entry is respectfully requested. 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, Applicants respectfully submit 
that the application and claims are in condition for allowance, and request that the 
Examiner reconsider and withdraw the objections and rejections. If for any reason the 
Examiner finds the application other than in condition for allowance, the Examiner is 
invited to call the undersigned agent at (240) 453-3812 should the Examiner believe a 
telephone interview would advance prosecution of the application. 



Date: April 14, 2003 

Celera Genomics Corporation 
45 West Gude Drive, C2-4#20 
Rockville, MD 20850 
Tel: 240-453-3812 
Fax: 240-453-3084 



Respectfully submitted, 



CELERA GENOMICS 
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